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ORDER-IN-APPEAL NO. 05/2021-CCA-RTI(Appeals)

(Order passed by B. Senthilvelavan I.R.S.,
Additional Commissioner and First Appellate Authority)

1. This Order-in-Appeal is issued under Sub-Section (1) of Section 19 of the Right to
Information Act, 2005.

2. An appeal against this order can be preferred to the Central Information
Commission, CIC Bhawan, Baba Gangnath Marg, Munirka, New Delhi — 110 067,
under Sub-Section(3) of Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

3. An appeal against this order must be filed within 90 days from the date of receipt of
this order.

4. For further information regarding procedure of appeals, please visit h

Patimatla, Mothkur,
adadri, Bhuvanagiri,
Telangana - 508 277.
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ORDER IN APPEAL NO. 052021 DATED 19.02.2021

P

Sub : Right to Information Act, 2005 - Shri Racha Naresh Reddy - A-ppeal
against the information furnished by the CPIO, Assistant Commissioner,
vide C.No.II/39/10/2021-CCA.RTI dated 11.02.2021 - Passing of Order
by First Appellate Authority under RTI Act, 2005 - Reg.

Fhkkkk

Shri Racha Naresh Reddy, 1-1, Patimatla, Mothkur, Yadadri, Bhuvanagiri,
Telangana — 508 277 (hereinafter referred to as “the appellant”) filed an appeal dated
12.02.2021 under the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter referred to as “the RTI
Act”) against the reply given by the Central Public Information Officer, Office of the

Principal Chief Commissioner of Central Excise, Chennai Zone, vide
C.No.lI/39/10/2021-CCA.RTI dated 11.02.2021.

2.1  The brief facts of the issue are that the appellant in his online RTI application

dated 14.01.2021 had sought the following information:

Category-wise vacancies of Central Excise Inspector
Commissionerates in Tamilnadu that are going to be recruited tl |
Examination,

2.2 The CPIO vide letter C.No. 11/39/10/2 021-C

reply in respect of the queries mentioned in the said

3.1  Aggrieved by the reply furnished by

12.02.2021 before the First Appellate Auth
2005 and stated that CPIO has provided
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ORDERIN APPEAL NO, 08/202] DATED 19.02,202)

4, I have carefully gone through the RTI application, reply given by CPIO and
appeal filed by the applicant.

S. The appellant vide RTI application dated 14.01.2021 had sought information
regarding the category-wise vacancies of Central Excise Inspector post in all
Commissionerates in Tamilnadu that are going to be recruited through SSC CGL 2019
Examination. The appellant was provided with the category-wise vacancy of GST
Inspectors reported to SSC CGL 2019 vide this office letter C.No.Il/39/10/2021-
CCA.RTI dated 11.02.2021.

6. With regards to the appellant’s contention vide his appeal dated 12,02.2021 that
the CPIO has only provided category-wise vacancies of Central Excise Inspector post in
Tamilnadu State instead of category-wise vacancies of Central Excise Inspector post in
all Commissionerates in Tamilnadu (like Salem, Puducherry, Coimbatore and Madural,
it is informed that while reporting vacancies for CGLE, the vac,
whole of Chennai Zone is only calculated and not Com mi
category-wise vacancies for the whole of Chennai Zor
and not Commissionerate-wise. Therefore, catego
Inspector post for the whole of Chennai Zone is

In this regard, it is pertinent to point
on records in respect of an issue falls
provided by the CPIO; i.e. Right to I
information on records and not of th
The same issue has been elabo i
Board of Secondary Educat;
No.6454 of 2011) wherein
be supplied under

held under the cg

Scanned with CamScanner



: , there is no
what is available with CPIO was only provided to the appellant. Hence

Justification in the grievance of the appellant.

7. - Inview of the above, I proceed to pass the following order.

ORDER

(1) I hold that the information furnished by the CPIO is sufficient and proper and
there is no justification in the grievance of the appellant on the same. Hence, I reject
the appeal as not maintainable under Right to Information Act, 2005.

/27

ADDITIONAL COMMISSIONER
FIRST APPELLATE AUTHORITY

Copy to:

Shri Racha Naresh Reddy
1-1, Patimatla, Mothkur,
Yadadri, Bhuvanagiri,
Telangana - 508 277.

Copy to: :
The CPIO, Assistant |
Office of the Prin
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